In the light of the publication of the numismatic monograph from the site of Arcobadara (Ilişua) in Roman Dacia (Romania), the present work is pointing out the pitfalls that the scholar may have to face when dealing with old and non-professional publication of artefacts.
T here 1 were always debates on how we should regard the quantity of artefacts as a relevant evidence for archaeological, historical, numismatic or economic interpretations. The recent publication of the numismatic monograph of the Roman site Arcobadara (Ilişua), 2 (maps 1-4) has offered us the possibility to point out the pitfalls that the numismatic evidence in combination with the state of research and publication may provide.
Based on a catalogue of coins found during the archaeological excavations of 1978-1995 on the territory of the auxiliary fort 3 a first comparative graph of genuine and plated silver coins was made.
At an overall view, this graph indicates a general pattern known not only for Dacia but also for many other areas of the Roman Empire following a general pattern regarding the imperial monetary policy at the beginning of the 3 rd century AD.
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On this graph some 'anomalies' from a general pattern may be noticed: a strong predominance of plated coins bearing the portrait of Trajan; and the dominance of 'good' silver coins for the periods of AD 238-244 and AD 244-249.
While working on the numismatic monograph of the site we came across the list of coins from the same site published by Torma K. in 1865.
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The author mentions that the coins were found on the territory of the fort 1 This work was made available owing to the financial support offered by research projects UEFISCSDI PN-II-ID-PCE-2012-4-0210 and PN-II-RU-TE 20123-0216. 2 GĂZDAC/GAIU 2011. 3 PROTASE/GAIU/MARINESCU 1997 4 GĂZDAC 2009 4 GĂZDAC , 1487 4 GĂZDAC -1498 GĂZDAC 2010, 98-100, 149-151, 177-178. 5 TORMA 1865, 31-34. a very strong 'anomaly' from the general pattern: a huge presence of genuine/'good' silver coins. The explanation comes purely from the state of research and publication at that time. Firstly, the author, Torma K. was not a numismatist but a passionate of archaeology; in those times, there were not many aware Studies 27 of identifying and mentioning as so of the plated coins. Therefore, in many cases the author could have just taken a plated coin for a genuine one.
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In the same process of gathering all numismatic evidence from the site of Arcobadara we have re-analysed all the numismatic material (the excavations of [1978] [1979] [1980] [1981] [1982] [1983] [1984] [1985] [1986] [1987] [1988] [1989] [1990] [1991] [1992] [1993] [1994] [1995] ; the new coin finds (the excavations of 1996-2006; the field survey of 2007). At the same time, we went through the entire work of Torma K., an enterprise that have revealed that some of the coins found by him were in fact discovered in the 'western necropolis' (belonging to the civilian settlement) and in the baths. Therefore, although, the majority of the coins found by Torma K., most likely, come from the auxiliary fort territory, still, we do not know which ones and how many of them.
Thus, in a third comparative graph, we introduced the most recent data we hold, at the moment, on the genuine and plated silver coins -comprised in the numismatic monograph of the site of Arcobadara 9 -seen and studied by us. We removed the coins found by Torma, as there was no certain evidence on the findspot and the real proportion of genuine and plated pieces.
It can be easily noticed that the above mentioned 'anomalies' have vanished and the spectrum of genuine and plated coins went back to 'normal' following a general pattern of a monetary policy. This methodological study is not an isolated case for Dacia. A similar one -with same impact -has been already demonstrated for the auxiliary fort of Gherla (37 km SW of Arcobadara-Ilişua, map 2). Thus, it becomes an important aim to see and study the old publications and, thus, maybe, we will get closer, by few steps, to the real historical picture. 
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